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There was one hope for the working classes, and only one,
namely that, from prudence* they would learn to control their
procreative instincts. Middle-class Radicals, with a few exceptions,
urged that they should do this by 'moral restraint*; Place, an
ardent Malthusian who yet remembered his working-class
origin, urged less painful methods. Meanwhile, the whole school
were excused by their doctrines from all participation in humani-
tarian efforts to diminish the sufferings of the wage-earning
classes by what seemed to them superficial methods.
The landlords, at the other end of the social scale, equally
had to be kept in their place. Ricardo's theory of rent showed
that, in the long run, the whole benefit of the corn laws went
to the landlords; the farmers were deprived, by higher rents,
of whatever benefit might otherwise have come to them. The
wage-earners neither gained nor lost, since in any case they
would be on the verge of starvation. But the industrial employers
lost, because, when bread was dear, they had to pay higher wages
to prevent their labourers from dying of hunger. Therefore, for
the sake of the factory owners, the import duty on corn ought
to be abolished.
Profits represented what was left after paying rent and wages.
Therefore the way to increase profits was to lower rent and
wages. Wages could only be lowered by making bread cheaper,
Le. by free trade in corn; the same measure, by allowing the
worst lands to go out of cultivation, would lower rents, and
would, therefore, be doubly advantageous to the class that lived
on profits, as opposed to rent and wages. The Benthamites rep-
resented this class; they were the first to adopt the modern
creed of industrialism and mechanization.
Politically, the creed of the school contained three main
articles: laisser faire, democracy, and education. Laisser fare,
as a principle, was invented in France during the ancien regime*
but it disappeared during the Revolution, and Napoleon had no
use for it. In the England of 1815, however, the same con-
ditions existed which had produced it in the France of Louis
XVI: an energetic and intelligent middle class politically con-
trolled by a stupid government. There might conceivably be
beneficial forms of State control, but the existing State was
much more likely to adopt harmful forms. The new men, con-
scious that they wielded a new power and were creating a new
world, asked only to be let alone.
So far, there was much to be said for laisser faire, but it

